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HAI RSTON, Adninistrative Patent Judge.

DECI S| ON ON APPEAL

This is an appeal fromthe final rejection of clains
1 and 4 through 10. dains 11 through 18 have been all owed,

and claim 3 stands objected to as bei ng dependent upon a

! Application for patent filed Novenber 14, 1994.
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rejected base claim but would be allowable if rewitten in
I ndependent formincluding all of the limtations of the base
clai mand any intervening cl ai ns.

The disclosed invention relates to a nethod of passively
reproduci ng an audi o nessage on an audio systemin a vehicle
upon the closure of an ignition swtch.

Claim1 is the only independent claimon appeal, and it
reads as foll ows:

1. A nmethod for operating a vehicle nessage system
i ncludi ng a vehicle audio system having record, store and
replay audi o function nodes, the nethod conpri sing:

recordi ng an audi o message by reproducing a vocally
i ntoned output as a nessage signhal in the record functiona
node of said vehicle nmessage system

storing said nessage signal;

retrieving said nessage signal in response to a first
predet erm ned actuat or;

reproduci ng said audi o nessage on said vehicle audio
systemfromsaid retrieved nessage signal

wherei n said actuator conprises an ignhition switch and
said retrieving step conprises closing said ignition swtch;
and

wherei n said reproduci ng step conprises passively
reproduci ng said audi o nessage.

The references relied on by the exam ner are:
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Kawasaki 4,426, 691
1984
Franklin 4,839, 749
1989
Zwern 5,193, 141
1993
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Claims 1 and 8 through 10 stand rejected under 35 U S. C
§ 103 as bei ng unpat entabl e over Zwern.

Clainms 4 through 6 stand rejected under 35 U . S.C. 8§ 103
as being unpatentable over Zwern in view of Franklin.

Claim?7 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §8 103 as being
unpat ent abl e over Zwern in view of Kawasaki

Reference is nmade to the briefs and the answer for the
respective positions of the appellant and the exam ner.

CPI NI ON

Al'l of the rejections are reversed.

Zwern di scl oses that fused 12 volt power fromthe
vehicle s ignition systemis converted to 5 volts only when
the ignition switch is in the on or start position (colum 6,
lines 34 through 38). During the supplying of power, "the
i nvention’s function depends on the position of the
livel/play/record swtch 16" (columm 6, |ines 52 through 55).
"When in the play node, the invention plays back a single
phrase each tinme start button 20 is pressed . . ." (colum 7,
lines 39 through 41).

According to the exam ner (Answer, page 5), "it would
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to
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position the switch 16 in the play function and passively
reproduce an audi o nessage in response to ignition switch
operation.”

Appel | ant argues (Brief, page 4) that:

Mor eover, reproduction of a nessage requires

actuation of start button 20 when switch 16 has been

noved to the play node. There is no teaching or

notivation in the Zwern reference that the start

button shoul d be renoved.

W agree with appellant that Zwern does not disclose
passi ve reproduction of an audi o nessage upon closure of the
ignition swtch. Thus, the obviousness rejection of clains 1
and 8 through 10 is reversed.

The obvi ousness rejection of clainms 4 through 6 is
reversed because Franklin' s "digital clock 221 [sic, 22i] and
timed nessage circuit 22 in figure 4 for current tine
desi gnation and periodic tine designation” (Answer, page 6)
nei t her teaches nor woul d have suggested "the om ssion of
triggering"” by start button 20 that is clearly required for
pl ayback by Zwern (Brief, page 6).

The obvi ousness rejection of claim7 is reversed because
Kawasaki’'s teaching of repeatedly reproduci ng a nessage

(Abstract; colum 1, lines 17 through 21) does not cure the
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not ed shortcomng in the teachi ngs of Zwern.
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DECI SI ON
The decision of the examner rejecting clains 1 and 4
t hrough 10 under 35 U.S.C. 8§ 103 is reversed.

REVERSED

KENNETH W HAI RSTON
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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JERRY SM TH ) APPEALS AND
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ANI TA PELLMAN GROSS
Adm ni strative Patent Judge
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